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GREEN BRIDGE 
BY G. D. JOHNSTON 


This. Bridge is in the parish of Green alias Wisborough 
Green, just south of the village, and is described in the 1801 
and 1804 Indictments as carrying the Petworth-Horsham Road 
over “a certain River called Green River’! which joins the 
Arun at Arfold*. This part of that road is very ancient and 
there is also another ancient road—the Looth*—leading north 
from the Bridge to the Guildford Road but now rough and 
little used as far as Brookland, having been superseded in this 
part by a later deviation to the Green. Immediately south of 
the Bridge the road climbs the short hill to Amblehurst and 
forks at Shurlands Corner, a minor but ancient road‘, continu- 
ing over Bedham to Fittleworth and the original Petworth 
road (now® diverted past Strood Green) can still be followed 
through the woods as the track past Ingrams and Redland to 
Crimbourne and Hawkhurst and thence to Bedham Village and 
through Flexham Park to Petworth. 

The Bridge is called “ Amblehurst Bridge” in 1638° and 
is consistently marked in maps from Budgen (1724) onwards. 

Under the Statute of Bridges passed in 15307 the burden 
of repair of all public bridges was thrown on to the County (in 
West Sussex until 1918° the Rape) unless the County could 
prove affirmatively that someone else ought to do the repairs. 
A dispute could only be decided by the rather clumsy method ot 


*I have not found this name elsewhere. The stream is locally 
called the “ Kird,” a back-formation from Kirdford. “ Kird- 
ford River” ccecurs in 1814 in an Indictment concerning Isling 
Bridge. 

* Recently “ Orfold.” 

*“Teath” 1797 and 1801 (in the Overseers’ Accounts). 

‘Made up by the Parish under pressure of an Indictment found 
in 1825. Certificate that it was in repair dated 18th December 
1826. 

*Local tradition places the abandonment of the old road through 
Bedham as tempore Queen Anne. The present road is shewn 
in early maps. 

®*The High Stream of Arundel, ed. Joseph Fowler, p. 41. 

*22 Henry VIII c. 5. 

* West Sussex County Council (Bridges) Act 1918. (8 & 9 Geo: V 
cap. xli.) 
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an indictment of the persons alleged to have neglected their 
duty, followed by their trial at Assizes or Quarter Sessions. 
As the liability of an individual to repair ceased if the bridge 
was totally destroyed, and in no case extended to any widened 
part of the Bridge or to one reconstructed in different materials 
or on a different plan or different site, it will be seen that in 
course of time more and more bridges became reparable by the 
County, which naturally fought each attempt to add to the 
Bridges for which it was liable. 

In the case of Green Bridge the Rape of Arundel (who 
would have to repair it if they could not prove someone else 
liable) took the view that it ought to be repaired by certain 
tenants of the Manors of Amberley (which belonged to the 
Bishop of Chichester) and Bury (which belonged to the Duke of 
Norfolk), viz. : the tenants of those Manors adjoining on either 
side whose lands were called “ Abbeylands”’® the Lords finding 
the timber for the purpose. 

The Water Bailiff (1638)'° said that the Bridge ought to be 
repaired by the tenants of the two Manors; on the 4th 
October 1641 ‘“ Wisborough Green Bridge alias Amblehurst 
Bridge ” was reported to Quarter Sessions to be in great decay, 
and the Tythings of Hurst and Ashfold (both in the Parish) 
were charged with its repair. On the 10th January 1658-9 
the Parish was charged with the repair of ‘a common bridge 
at Green Mill,” and on the 10th January 1714-5 Quarter 
Sessions ordered the Parish Overseer to pay the charges which 
the Rape had been put to on an Indictment for not repairing 
Green Bridge.'! 

According to the proofs in Counsels’ Briefs!! at the trial 
in 1805 (I do not know how far this evidence was in fact given) 
Henry and John Chapman helped to build a new bridge here 
in 1764 with timber supplied by the Lords of the two Manors; 
in 1781 Daniel Tribe’* repaired the Duke’s side (in Bury 
Manor) at the expense of Beedles Abbey’ and in 1797 the Duke 
(as Lord of the Manor of Bury) was indicted but acquitted— 
presumably because his tenants were not joined as co-accused. 
At Michaelmas 1798 the Parish was indicted, but it “ was 
cropped,” and they were formally acquitted on the 2nd October 


*T have not identified these places. 
"The High Stream of Arundel, ed. Joseph Fowler, p. 41. 
" Documents penes West Sussex County Council, viz. : 
(A) Bridges Book containing extracts from Quarter Sessions 
c. 1640-1820. 
(p) Briefs to Counsel on the trials, 1798-1803. 
* Overseer 1809-10—a contractor and builder. 
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1798 and the Bridge was repaired “ by subscription.” On the 
20th March 1799 the Parish paid their Attorney £18 9s. 2d. 
“for the Indictment of Green Bridge ”’!*. 

Lord Selsey'* and other tenants of the Manors were 
indicted in 1802 but the indictment was quashed for irregularity 
and Johnson and Napper (other tenants) were acquitted in 
1804 as there was no evidence to go to the jury in the absence 
of the Lords of the Manors. But the Duke of Richmond 
(Chairman of Quarter Sessions) dissented and procured a fresh 
Indictment, including the Lords of the two Manors and twelve 
tenants to be presented at Michaelmas 1804. The Bishop 
dropped out at an early stage as by mistake he was described 
as Lord of the Manor (not of Amberley but) of ‘‘ Ashfold,” 
which was a Tything. The Indictment eventually proceeded 
(objections as to absence ot other parties being apparently waived 
by consent) against the Duke and Edward Napper (a tenant) 
only and (to ensure an impartial jury) it was by order of the 
Court of King’s Bench tried at the Croydon Assizes on the 
14th August 1805, when the jury acquitted the accused.’ 

After this the Rape of Arundel, not being able to throw 
the burden on to anyone else, had to do the repairs themselves. 
On the 13th January 1807 they were indicted for non-repair 
of “* Wisborough Green Bridge,” and having no defence Quarte1 
Sessions contracted on the 3rd June 1807 with William 
Wooldridge and his son of the same names for repairing it 
according to John Foster’s plan for £294. In January 1808 
the Rape paid £37 13s. Od. to Wooldridge and £80 8s. 9d. to 
Daniel Tribe for work done here and a rate was levied on the 
Rape for the repair of Green Bridge in 1810 and they paid for 
further repairs in 1815, 1816 and 1819. 

The older bridges were of timber; the 1801 and 1804 
Indictments each call it ‘‘ Green Bridge erected and built with 
timber and certain other materials.” The 1807 Bridge, how- 
ever, was a single brick arch similar in style to those of the 
present bridge.® 

The Bridge was so damaged by the floods of 1852 as to 
necessitate the erection of a new one. Meanwhile a temporary 
wooden bridge was built by James Wakeford under the direction 


“ Overseers’ Accounts. 
Created 1794—previously Sir James Peachey, a considerable land 
owner in West Sussex. 
** Documents penes West Sussex County Council, viz. : 
(c) MS., notes by the Clerk cf the Peace in O.S 
proceedings. 
(p) Contract 3 June 1907, with Wooldridge. 
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of the County Surveyor (May Upton) for £65 10s. Od.; the 
contract is dated the 2nd November 1852 and the temporary 
bridge was opened for traffic on the 4th December of that year. 
In the following January James Wakeford’s tender for a per- 
manent bridge at a cost of £335 10s. Od. was accepted. This 
was a substantial one of two low red brick arches of 15 feet 4 
inches span with solid brick parapets and white stone cap and a 
rounded brick cutwater on the upside of the pier as far as the 
parapet foot.'® 

In 1926 all the brickwork above the arches was rebuilt, 
re-inforced by ferro-concrete, and the roadway widened to 17 
feet. The parapets were rebuilt in brick and the old white 
stone cap replaced, but most of the downside parapet was 
knocked down during the 1939-45 War. 


RICHARD LUMLEY OF MIDHURST (ed. 1655) 
A LONG SEARCH ENDED 


BY L. G. H. HORTON-SMITH, F.S.A.SCOT., M.A., 
and late Fellow of St. John’s College, Cambridge, and of 
Lincoln’s Inn, Barrister-at-Law 

It will be recalled that—under the title “ 4 Sussex Lumley} 
in Search of a Father: Three Centuries Ago”—I dealt in 
Srssex Notes and Queries of February, 1946, with a Richard 
Lumley of Midhurst, Co. Sussex, Esquire, who died in 1655, 
and that, after therein stating all that then I had found con- 
cerning him, I invited the assistance of readers towards the 
discovery of the date and place of his birth and baptism and 
towards the discovery also of his parentage. 

No such assistance came to hand, and I therefore felt im 
pelled to continue the necessary research myself; and I venture 
to believe that I am now in a position to record, in the present 
article both his baptism and his parentage. 


THE NORTHAMPTONSHIRE BRANCH OF THE LUMLEYS 


I mentioned in my earlier article that I first came across 
this Richard Lumley in a Harleian Manuscript in the British 
Museum (Harl. MS. 1045, folio 150), dealing with ‘“ drms 
of Northamptonshire Gentry,” wherein I read as follows : 

“Mr. Lumley descended from ye famuley of Lumley of 


*® Documents penes West Sussex County Council, viz.: 
(E) 6 Jan. 1853, Report on Wisborough Green Bridge 
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Lumley Castle in Epatu” (i¢., in Episcopatu, ie., in the 
Bishopric of Durham) “ at his funerall bur. June ye 7th at St. 
Sride’s”” (alias St. Bridget’s) “from his x*”’ (query meaning 
house, or, conceivably from what hereinafter follows, stepson) 
“Mr. Horn’s.” The year was not mentioned in the Manu- 
script, but the search of the Parish Register revealed it as 1655. 

It was solely because the Manuscript purported to deal 
with “ Arms of Northamptonshire Families” that 1 drew the 
natural inference that he must have belonged to the Northants 
Branch of the ancient Northern Family of Lumley of Co. 
Durham, founded at Harleston, Co. Northampton, in March 
1305/6 by Roger (sometimes also, though 1 know not on what 
authority, styled Sir Roger) de Lumley, born circa 1275, the 
only brother of Sir Robert de Lumley, Knight, born in 1272, 
ancestor of the Earls of Scarborough, later and now spelt 
Scarbrough. 

But, having now completed all the material part of my 
research into the pedigree of the Northants Branch and having 
recorded that Pedigree at the College of Arms—Official 
Reference: Norfolk, Volume 39, pp. +6-49—I can say with 
complete certainty that this Richard Lumley of Midhurst was 
not a member of that Branch. Who, then, was he? 


THE MAIN LINE OF THE LUMLEYS AND CO. SUSSEX 


I recalled to mind that during the 17th and 18th centuries 
the main Lumley line resided in the County of Sussex. Indeed, 
so identified with the County were they that—as I pointed out 
in my earlier article—when, in April, 1690, Richard, Second 
Viscount Lumley of Waterford, was created Earl of Scar- 
borough, the warrant was originally made out for his creation 
as Earl of Chichester; and it was only when the warrant was 
passed that it was found to bear the alteration: ‘“ Instead of 
Earle of Chichester, Earle of Scarborough.’ And so it was 
that I proceeded to seek my ends in Sussex. 

Let me, at this point, recapitulate very shortly the main 
facts stated in my earlier article. 

RICHARD LUMLEY HIMSELF AND THREE MAIN FACTS 


This Richard’ Lumley of Midhurst, with whom I am here 
dealing, was already of Midhurst in 1647, when at St. Bartholo- 
mew-the-Great, London, he married Katherne (i.c., Katherine) 
Wheler, likewise then of Midhurst, who, for reasons which I 
gave, was probably at that time a widow and not a spinster. 

Describing himself as “ Richard Lumley of Midhurst, Co. 
Sussex, Esquire,” he made his Will on 7 April 1653; and, as 
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he made therein no mention of his wife, it seems probable that 
she had died before that date and that she may be presumed 
to have been buried at Midhurst; but, alas! the years from 
1642 to 1652, both inclusive, are missing from the Registers of 
Midhurst and I can only state with certainty that no Lumley 
entry appears therein during the year 1653. 

He mentioned no issue in his Will, and his marriage was 
thus, in all probability, a childless one. He did, however, men 
tion and bequeath legacies ‘to my sister Frances Yeomans 
“and to her son John Lockyeare ’’—the latter legacy being 
remission of a debt of £20 “ which he owes me ’’—and he left 
his freehold and leasehold properties ‘in or near Midhurst,” 
carefully describing them, “to my daughter in law” (pro 
bably meaning step-daughter) ‘‘ Frances Horne, wife of Samuel! 
Horne,” appointing her also as his residuary legatee and execu 
trix. Part of his said freehold properties he described as being 
‘now in the tenure of my son in law” (probably meaning 
step-son) “ John Johnson and his assigns.” 


He died on 5 June 1655 and was buried, as aforesaid, at 
St. Bride’s alias St. Bridget’s on 7 June 1655, being described 
in the Burial Register of that Parish as ‘‘ Richard Lumlie 
Esquire’: the funeral taking place as aforesaid from the house 
of Mr. Horn, obviously the above-mentioned ‘* Samuell Horne.” 

His said Will was proved by the said “ Frances Horne 
daughter in law and executrix of the deceased,’ in the P.C.C. 
on 20 June 1655. 

Let us here remind ourselves of three points :—(1) the 
description of him in the said Harleian Manuscript as descended 
from the family of Lumley of Lumley Caséle in the Bishopric of 
Durham: (2) The fact that in his Will he styled himselt as 
“Esquire” and was likewise so described in the entry of his 
burial in the Register; and (3) His mention of a sister Frances 
who by the date of his said Will (7 April 1653) had become 
Frances Yeomans. And so let us turn, now, to the Lumleys 
of the main line at that period resident in Sussex. 


SIR RICHARD LUMLEY OF CO. SUSSEX, KNIGHT, AND HIS ISSUI 


On the death of John Lumley, Seventh Lord Lumley, in 
1609 without surviving issue, the then existing Lumley Barony 
became extinct. But he was succeeded in his estates by his 
second cousin Richard Lumley, then of Sussex. 

This Richard Lumley was knighted, as ‘‘ of Sussex,” at 
Theobald’s on 19 July 1616, and he married twice, his first 
wife, by whom alone he had issue, being Frances née Shelley, 
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widow of William Holland and daughter of Henry Shelley 
of Warminghurst, Co., Sussex, of the family of Shelley 
whereto the Poet belonged. His second wife was Elizabeth 
née Cornwallis, widow of Sir William Sandys, Knight, and 
second daughtey and co-heiress of Sir William Cornwallis, 
Knight. The Will of his said second wife was proved on 29 
June. 1659, and his own in 1662/3. 

On 12 July 1628—and not till then—he was created 
Viscount Lumley of Waterford; so that throughout the period 
1616-1628 he was Sir Richard Lumley, Knight. Amongst the 
estates which he inherited was Stansted in Sussex. 

Let us now come to the issue of his said first marriage, 
and, in regard thereto, let me here say at once that the work 
known as “ The Complete Peerage” and, likewise, Miss Edith 
Milner in her work, entitled “ Records of the Lumleys of 
Lumley Castle” (edited by Miss Edith Benham and published 
in London in 1904), were both in complete error in stating that 
there was only one son of the marriage. There were at least 
three sons, as well as at least two and probably (as I think) 
three daughters. 

The son referred to in The Complete Peerage and by 
Miss Edith Milner, of. cit., was the eldest son, John Lumley, 
who predeceased his father and died in 1658. He was buried 
on 10 October 1658 in the Lumley family vault under the old 
Church of St. Martin’s-in-the-Fields (pulled down and rebuilt 
in 1721); and his M.1. there—quoted by Miss Milner herself 
in her said work—described him as “the Honourable John 
Lumley, e/dest son to the Lord Viscount Rich. Lumley of 
Stansted in Sussex.”” He married Mary née Compton, daughter 
and one of the heirs of Sir Henry Compton of Brambletye, Co. 
Sussex, Knight, and their son Richard Lumley succeeded his 
grandfather as Second Viscount Lumley of Waterford, and 
later, in 1690, was created Earl of Scarborough, as already 
shewn. 

The date and place of birth and baptism of such John 
Lumley, the eldest son of the said Sir Richard Lumley, Knight, 
and Frances née Shelley his wife, are alike unknown to me. 

Before the birth of any of their other children, hereinafter 
mentioned, it seems highly probable that a daughter was born 
and baptised, christened Frances after her mother. 

And now, for the younger children, let me turn to the 
entries in the Parish Register of Westbourne, Co. Sussex, as 
given in Sussex Archeological Collections, Volume 22 (1870), 
p. 88, wherein we find four more children of the marriage. They 
are as follows ; 
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Anne, daughter of Sir Richard Lumley, Knight, baptised 
19 November 1620; 


Richard, son of Sir Richard Lumley, Knight, baptised § 
October 1622; 


Julia, daughter of Sir Richard Lumley, Knight, baptised 
12 August 1624 (who married, first, Alexander Jermyn of 
Lordington, near Westbourne aforesaid, ob. 31 July 1665, aged 
29, M.I. there, and, secondly, Sir Christopher Conyers of 
Horden, Co. Durham, and herself died on 21 May 1691; and: 


Thomas, son of Sir Richard Lumley, Knight (clearly from 
what follows, born in March 1926, and) buried 14 March 
1626. 


Frances, Lady Lumley, herself died in childbed and was 
buried at Westbourne aforesaid as ‘‘ Frances, wife of Si 
Richard Lumley, Knight” four days before her said youngest 
son, Thomas Lumley, namely, on 10 March 1626. 


THE PROBLEM SOLVED 


Does not the problem of the identity of our Richard Lumley 
of Midhurst, Co. Sussex, Esquire, thus seem to solve itself as 
tollows : 


He was the second son and fourth child of the said Sit 
Richard Lumley, Knight (and later, in 1628, created Viscount 
Lumley of Waterford) and of Frances née Shelley his wife. He 
was baptised at Westbourne, Co. Sussex, on 8 October 1622. 
On his father becoming a Viscount in 1628, he acquired the 
status of an Esquire. At about the age of 25 he was already 
of Midhurst, Co. Sussex, when in 1647 he married at St. 
Bartholomew-the-Great the said Kathern (i.e., Katherine) 
Wheler, likewise then of Midhurst. She predeceased him, and 
there was no issue of such marriage. He made his Will, describ 
ing himself as ‘ Esquire”’ on 7 April 1653, leaving (int. al.) a 
legacy to his sister Frances Yeomans. He died on 5/6/1655 
and was buried at St. Bride’s alias St. Bridget’s two days late: 
as “ Richard Lumlie Esquire.” The title ‘* The Honourable ” 
would only have been a courtesy title. The title “ Esquire” 
was his in his own right as the son of a Viscount. 


The above-mentioned Harleian Manuscript (Harl. MS. 
1045, folio 150)—though purporting to deal with ‘“ Arms of 
Northamptonshire Gentry ’—would thus at least seem to have 
been right in describing him as “ descended from ye famuley ot 
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Lumley of Lumley Castle in Epatu,” i.c., in the Bishopric of 
Durham. 


True, that the Northants Branch of the Lumleys was like- 
wise so descended, but I think that any member of that Branch 
would, with far greater likelihood, have been described as 
descended from the family of Lumley of Harleston, Co. North- 
ampton, or as descended from the family ot Lumley of Clipston, 
in that same County, to whom the representation of the Lumleys 
of Harleston passed not long after the year 1510. 


THE NORTHANTS BRANCH: A CONCLUDING NOTE 


Those interested in the Pedigree of the Northants Branch 
of the Lumleys will find it sufficiently set forth in my article 
entitled “ dncestry of the Bar,” published in The Justice 
of the Peace and Local Government Review (Little London, 
Chichester, Co. Sussex) on 20 September 1947, pp. 530-532, 
wherein I have given their direct line right back’ to Liulph, 
Lord of Lumley-on-the-Weare in the Bishopric and County 
Palatine of Durham, who was already strongly there settled 
in the days of King Edward the Confessor when the advent of 
the Norman was yet in the womb of the future. 


And, finally, let me state for general interest that in Notes 
and Qucrics (Oxford University Press), commencing on 29 
November 1947 and concluding on 15 May last—under the 
title“ The Ancient Northern Family of Lumley and Its North- 
amptonshire Branch: Records of the Past 680 years ’’—1 have 
set forth in order of date all the relevant records which I have - 
unearthed in the course of 57 years of research, together with 
a reference to the place where each of them is now to be found 
preserved. This, in revised form and with a Prefatory List of 
all the 105 different families therein recorded and with four 
Lumley Portraits ef the past century, is shortly to be re 
published for me in book-form by the Campfield Press of St. 


Albans, Herts. 


"From that verv learned legal luminary, the late William Golden 
Lumley, Q.C., F.S.S., LL.M., and sometime Fellow of Trinity Hall 
Cambridge, who has left his mark on legal history as the Originator 
of “Lumley’s Public Health,” now in its eleventh edition, and a full 
biography of whom from mv pen was published in The Law Journal 
of 26 September and 3 October 1942. 
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SUSSEX ENTRIES IN LONDON PARISH REGISTERS 
Contributed by w. H. CHALLEN. 
(Continued from Vol. XII., page 16) 
ST. MARTIN IN THE FIELDS: Marriages continued. 
1755—Oct. 28. William Ward of this parish and Sarah 
Thrus of Horsham, Sussex. L.B.L. (Isaac Willson 
a witness.) 

(The surname“ Thrush” occurs in [lorsham parish 
register. Note the bridegroom of witness's nam 
in the marriage here 25 Oct. 1755 on page 16.) 

1755—Dec. 17. James Charlwood (marks) of Hoadley, 
Sussex, and Elizabeth Cheesman (marks) of this 
parish. L.A.B. 
(No ensuing baptisms in East or West Iloathl; 

registers, but East Iloathly more probable.) 

1757—Aug. 16. William Towers of Petworth, Sussex 
and Mary Dee of this parish. L.B.L. (Lucy Towers, 
a witness.) 

1770—Dec. 14. Henry Osborn of Lindfield, Sussex, and 
Ann Beard (marks) of this parish. L.B.L. 

1773—June 2. Richard Onslow of St. George, Hanove: 
Square and Ann Michell of this parish.  L.A.B. 
(Witnesses: Mathew Michell, Frances Michell.) 
(/st Bart. and son of the Richard and Pooley Onslat 

in the June 1730 marriage on page 174 of Sussex 
Notes and Queries, Vol. XJ.) 

1776—Mch. 19. John Jupp of Horsham, Sussex, and 
Mary Ann Meredith of this parish. L.B.L. 

1776—Oct. 10. Thomas Seward of Westbury Green 
(sic; = Wisborough Green), Sussex and Elizabeth 
Stevenson of this parish. L.B.L. 

1778—Jan. 29. Rt. Hon. Henry Earl of Sussex, and 
Mary Vaughan dau. of John Vaughan Esquire, of the 
City of Bristol, by a special licence from the Arch- 
bishop of Canterbury in the dwelling house of Mrs. 
Gwyn in Little Scotland Yard in this parish. (John 
Vaughan, a witness.) 

(He was the last Earl of Sussex and the younger son 
of Talbot Yelverton (1690-1731), 2nd. Viscount 
de Longueville and 16th: Baron Grey de Ruthyn, 
who was created E. of Sx, in 1717 & was Deputy 
Earl Marshall, & who married Lucy Pelham (chr. 
16 Jan. 1695-6 St. Michael, Lewes; bur. 1730 
Easton-Maudit, Northamptonshire), daughtcr of 
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Ilenry Pelham (son of Sir John Pelham of Laugh- 
ton, 3rd. Bart.), Clerk of the Office of Pells in the 
Exchequer (bur. 1721 St. Anne, Soho, and, accord- 
ing to the register of St. Michael, Lewes, died in 
London of smallpox), who marrted at All Saints, 
Lewes, 18 Dee. 1683, Frances (1660-1704) 
daughter of John Byne (1635-1061) of Rowdell in 
Washington, & widow of Robert Ilcath of Pid- 
dinghoe & Lewes, (whom she married 19 May 
1681 at St. Giles in the Fields, London, & whos 
mother, Frances Ileath née Collins was great 
grand-daughter of Matthew Parker, Archbishop 
of Canterbury. 

Talbot Yelverton’s great-aunt Ann Yelverton 
marrted Istly. Robert Montague, 3rd. Earl of Mlan- 
chester, 27 June 1655 at St. Gues in the Fields, 
and 2ndly. his half-cousin, Charles Alontague, Ist. 
Earl of Halifax, brother of the Edward Montague 
mentioned on page is. as marrying Elizabeth 
Pelham, (daughter of Sir John Pelham, 3rd. Bart.), 
who was an aunt of his wife Lucy née Pelham. 
These half-cousins were grandsons by the Ist. & 
ird. wives respectively of Sir Henry Montague, 
Lord Chief Justice, Ist. Earl of Alanchester, whose 
brother Sir Edward Montaguc, Ist. Baron Mon- 
tague of Boughton in Weckley, Northamptonshire, 
married, as his Ist. wife, Elizabeth only daughter 
of Sir John Jefferay, Kt. Chief Baron of the Ex 
chequer, of Chiddingly, (where burted 1578), which 
Elizabeth was buricd 10 Dec. 1611 also at 
Chiddingly.) 


1778—June 11. Henry Burtenshaw of  Aliriston, 
Sussex, and Elizabeth Stackhouse of this parish. 
L.A.B. 

1779—-Mch. 25. John Gibson of Worth, Sussex, and 


Mi: 


iry Nailord (marks) of this parish. L.B.L. 


1781—Sept. 22. John Botting of Fletching, Sussex, and 
Mary Magenis of this parish. L.A.B. 

1782—July' 27. Sir Cecil Bisshopp, Baronet of St. 
James, Westminster, Msex., bachelor, and Harriet 


An 


n Southwell of St. Martins in the Fields, spinster, 


were married in the dwelling house of William South 


Tune 


as in G.E.C.’s Baronetage, I. 157, & Burke’s Peerage & 


Baronetage. 
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well Esq., situate in the parish of St. Martin in the 
Fields, by special jicence from the Archbishop of 
Canterbury. (Wm. Southwell, a witness.) 

(He was 8th Bart., 12th Lord Zouche, M.P. for 
Shorcham, Sx., 1780-90, 1796-1803, and son of Sir 
Cecil Bisshopp of Parham, Sx., who marricd Susan 
daughter of Charles [ledges 8 Jan. 1749 (-50)at 
Bath Abbey, Som.). 

1782—Aug. 1. Thomas George Willard of Eastbourn 
Sussex, and Elizabeth Hall of this parish. L.A.B. 

1785—Oct. 19. William Cripps of Lamberhurst. 
Sussex, and Sarah Killick of this parish. L.B.L. 

1787—Aug. 15. Joseph Richard Moore of Bucksted 
Sussex, and Mary Brounton of this parish. L.A.B. 

1789—Feb. 15. Plumer Egles of Framfield, Sussex. 
and Fanny Worldly (marks) of this parish. L.B.L. 
(George Egles, a witness.) 

(dun T. Woollgar’s Lewes Collections, Appendix, 

page 150, the bride’s name is given as Elizabeth 
Worley.) 
The bridegroom was a son (baptised 1766 Bar 
combe) of George Eqgles (buried 1767 Barcombe) by 
Elizabeth (bapt. 1723 Barcombe), daughtcr of John 
Goring (buried 1735 Barcombe) by his 2nd. wife 
(married Y Feb. 1715-6 Framfield) Elizabeth (bapt. 
1688 Chailcey) daughter of James Plumer (son of 
Robert Plumer of Rodmell) who married 
Margaret Mathew 1683 at Chatley. 

His sister Lucy Egles (bapt. 1749 Barcombe) was 
the first wife of Henry Verrall (1752-1825) of 
Potten, Beds., brother of George Verrall (1750- 
1825) jr. of Lewes, these being sons of George 
Verrall (1716-1801) of Lewes, by his 2nd wife, 
Elizabeth née Plumer of Guestling (marricd 5 July 
1742 East Iloathly), daughter (bapt. 1718 Ripe) 
of Thomas Plumer (1691-1725) of Ripe who 
married (Archd. Lewes, Lic. 9 Dec. 1709-10) Mars 
(hapt. 1684 Burwash) daughter of John & Martha 
Ilicks. 

The above-mentioned TVerrall-Plumer marriage 
ii hich is not in the Verrall family record in S.A.C. 
58 page 107, explains why George Verrall jr. had 
a son Plumer Verrall (1782-1852). 
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John Hicks tn his will proved 3 Feb. 1732-3 at 
Lewes, mentions (among others) his grandchildren 
Plumer, the children of his daughter Mary Plumer 
of Ripe, widow, (all under 21) and directs that a 
stone be erected at the head of his grave as is for 
Edward Collins in Burwash churchyard, “ only to 
have it cut with three heads, the middle head some- 
what highest as the stone cutter shall think fit.” 

with an inscription to him & his two wives, GS 
his seven children.) 


(To be continued.) 





A CHICHESTER COURT DIARY OF 1675 
BY W. D. PECKHAM 

The printed Index of the administrations of intestates 
granted by the Chichester Consistory Court notes that there is 
a gap in the Diaries in which such grants were registered be- 
tween Volume L, which ends in 1672, and Volume M, which 
begins in 1697. There is, however, at Chichester, a book which 
covers a small part of the gap, the latter end of 1675 and tie 
beginning of 1675-6. It is a parchment-bound paper book, 
measuring 18}-in. by 7j-in., lettered on the cover ‘ Liber 
Diurnalis pro Archi(diac)onatu Cicestren(si) 1675,” evidently 
intended to continue in use for some years; most, however, of 
its leaves are blank. 

The contents deal with most of the ordinary business 
recorded in such a diary, namely, probate Acts of wills regis 
tered elsewhere, grants of administration ab intestato, and 
similar testamentary matters, marriage licences, and one sequest 
ration of a benefice. The marriage licences have been calendared 
by E. W. H. Dunkin in S.R.S., LX, p.-89, the probate Acts are, 
with one exception (Henry Rhodes), all of wills which have 
been registered, but this book probably contains the only record 
of the administrations, and of the sequestration. 

Thave thought it worth while to make a complete calendar, 
the better to give a general idea of the materials for history to 
be found in this series of documents. The Court authority 
mentioned is either Thomas Briggs, Diocesan Chancellor, o1 
Oliver Whitby, Surrogate, except in the case of the marriage 
licence of 14 Oct., where it is George Payne, M.A. 

1675 
8Oct. The will of Philip Humfrey of Pulborough proved 
by Robert Humfrey his son. Estate value (dlané). 
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9 Oct. 


eodem. 


codem. 


codem. 


13 Oct. 


eodem. 


14 Oct. 


135 Oct. 


16 Oct. 


eodem. 


19 Oct. 


20 Oct. 


eodem. 


codem. 


2? Oct. 
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Licence to Philip Barret, Vicar of Burpham, to marry 
Martin Chalke of Eastpreston in Ferring, 
and Mary Batcock of Burpham, maiden. 
The will of Mary Rawson of Houghton, widow 
proved by Hugh Rawson her son. Estate value £68 
IIs. 

Licence to John Aylward, curate of Donnington, to 
marry Robert Elcombe of Stoughton, husbandman 
and Mary Tregoose of Westdeane, maiden. 

Licence to Edward Holt, Vicar of Kerdford, to marry 
Henry Hockley of Kerdford, yeoman, and Mary Pacis 
of Halscombe, Surrey, widow. 

The will of Henry Rhodes the younger of Chichester 
bachelor, proved by Henry Rhodes the elder, his 
father. Estate value (blank). 

Licence to Francis Doyle, curate of Funtington, t 
marry Thomas Court of Hunston, yeoman, and Ann 
Butterly of Chichester, maiden. 

Licence to Richard Spencer, Vicar of Goring, to marn 
John Cooper of Broadwater, yeoman, and Elizabeth 
Horley of Goring, maiden. 

The will of Richard Turner of Pulborough, proved 
by Richard Turner his son. Estate value (blank). 
Commission to Abraham Haslock and Thomai 
Harrow, clerks, to swear Bridget Stevens, widow and 


yeoman 


sole legatee ot the nuncupative will of George Stevens 
of Eastwittering. 

Administration with will of said George Stevens te 
said Bridget ; George Dye and Elizabeth Fayth, widow 
witnesses, sworn. [state value (blank). 
Commission to John Taylor and (blank), clerks, to 
swear Mary Stone, widow of John Stone of Nuthurst 
intestate, to administer. 

Administration of Joseph Sone of Storrington, bache 
lor, to Obadiah Sone and John Sone, brothers, and 
Mary James, otherwise Sone, sister. Estate value 
£365 6s. 8d. 

The adminstrators of the foregoing rendered account 
of a balance of £348 14s. 8d. 

Estate account of Richard Longley of Westgrinstead 
rendered by Robert Leeves, clerk, principal creditor, 
administrator of his will during minority of Richard 
Longley, his son, executor. Estate deficit £8 9s. 8d. 
The will of William Harwood of Worthing in 
Broadwater proved by William Fayrmainer, executor, 
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Thomas Jenman, the other executor, by his proctor 
James Lane, renouncing. Estate value (blank). 

27 Oct. The will of William Swayne of Bosham proved by 
Mary Swayne his widow, executrix. Estate value 
£40 4s. 

eodem. The will of William Bawcombe (the elder interlined) 
of Bosham proved by William Bawcombe his son, 
executor. Estate value £200 15s. 6d. 

28 Oct. Sequestration of Westichenor Rectory, on (blank) of 
John Radford, Rector, to Humphrey Day, clerk, also 
licensed to serve the cure.! 

eodem. Administration with nuncupative will of “Thomas 
Gibbons of Boxgrave to Eleanor Gibbons his widow, 
witnesses Ralph -Hammond and Margaret Hammond 
his wife. 

29 Oct. Commission to Robert Johnson, Vicar of Walberton, 
to swear Joseph Baldwin of Walberton, residuary 
legatce of the nuncupative will of Thomas Hosyer of 
Petworth, bachelor, to administer. 

30 Oct. Licence to John Yapp, Vicar of Madehurst, to marry 
Robert French of Clapham, yeoman, and Joan 
Franklen of Houghton, widow. 

1 Nov. Licence to Edward Michell, Vicar of Bosham, to 
marry John Bartholomew of Chichester, mercer, and 
Lucy Willis of Weststoke, widow. 

2Nov. Licence to Edward Hanbury, Rector of Lurgashall, 
to marry John Stevens of Farnham, Hants (sic), 
gentleman, and Joan Yalden of Lodsworth, maiden. 

3 Nov. Administration of John Norris of Midhurst to John 
Norris his son. Estate value £20 3d. 

4Nov. The will of Richard Floate of Kerdford proved by 
Philip Jarrat, executor. 

9Nov. The will of Elizabeth Longhurst of Westchiltington, 
widow, proved by John Ederton the elder, next of kin 
and executor. 

12 Nov. Administration of Thomas Kayne of Storrington to 
Elizabeth Kayne his widow. Estate value £52 2s. 

13 Nov. The will of Richard Haynes of Eastpreston proved by 
Mary Haynes his widow. 

1675[-6] 

11 Jan. Administration of John Hayler of Shipley to Robert 
Randoll, gentleman, principal creditor, Mary Hayle1 
his widow, by her proctor, John Sowter, N.P., 
renouncing. 

*On 27 April 1676 Day was instituted to the benefice on cession of 
last incumbent. (Reg. Bridecake, p. 12.) 
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SUSSEX CHURCH PLANS, LXXXIII 
PaRisH CHURCH OF St. PETER, SELSEY 


Of this church, as it existed in 1864, the chancel remains 
on its original site at Church Norton, while much of the rest has 
been rebuilt in the principal population centre of Selsey. This 
rebuilding makes the history of the church more difficult to 
reconstruct. 

The earliest work is to be found in the three eastern bays 
ot both arcades, of about the end of the twelfth century; hardly 
was the work finished than it was decided, it seems, to lengthen 
the church by one bay; the later work on the responds copies 
the earlier, but the arches are of two orders, not one. I have 
found no evidence whether the foundation of a former west wall 
exists west of the third bay or no. ‘To judge by its style, the 
chancel was built at a slightly later date. It is impossible to 
determine the date of the aisle walls as they were in 1864; the 
windows, excepting those in the west wall, were of the fifteenth 
century, and the aisles may have been widened at that time (the 
design of the two-light side windows has not been reproduced at 
Selsey). The east window of the chancel is also of the fifteenth 
century, while the westernmost window on the south side is of the 
seventeenth, perhaps an enlargement to light a reading-desk. A 
chapel or sacristy north of the chancel had already been demol- 
ished before 1864, perhaps long before; but the weathermold 
which marks its junction with the chancel remains. The date of 
the tower is unknown, but it seems likely that work was begun in 
the sixteenth century, to be abandoned when the walls were 
about eight feet from the ground. The position of the doors is 
unusual, and suggests that they may have been removed from a 
place two bays eastward at some time in the nineteenth century ; 
though it is cot clear why the north door, as well as the south, 
should have been moved. The piscina of the south aisle is now 
in the chancel at Selsey. 

A photograph of Mr. J. P. St. Aubyn’s plan appears facing 
p. 200 of Heron-Allen’s Selsey Bill; it was evidently made with 
some care, and did not represent walls as parallel when they 
were not. 


W.D.P. 
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NOTES 

AGUILLON.—It is unfortunate that Mr. Barker in cor- 
recting Mr. Troke’s error in connexion with this name should 
go out of his way to make an equally bad blunder (S.N.Q. xii 
18). The name is emphatically not ‘ equivalent to the modérn 
surname North’ and has nothing to do with Latin de dA quilone. 
The name is clearly descriptive and not derived from a place; 
trom the fact that it was Latinized in early times as aculeus, 
it is probable that it had the significance of a needle or sharp 
point. If so, the original bearer of it may have been very 
thin and tall, or have had a very pointed nose; but more pro- 
bably, like most nicknames, its origin is entirely beyond guessing. 
L.F.S. 


‘CRICKET BAT.’—Use of the words ‘ Cricket bat’ is 
found in the records of the Quarter Sessions held for West 
Sussex at Arundel in January 1647 [-8|. This may be the 
first mention of cricket in the County; but it is more interesting 
as the first known example of the word ‘ bat’ being used in 
connection with the game. 

While ‘ cricket,’ denoting a game, dates back to the late 
sixteenth century, there appears to be no example of ‘ cricket 
bat’ until 1706, when it is described in the sixth edition of 
Edward Phillips’ New World of English Words as ‘a kind 
of club to strike a Ball with, at the Play call’d Cricket.’ 
Throughout the seventeenth century, the normal word used had 
been ‘staff.’ Randle Cotgrave’s Dictionary of French and 
English (1611) defines * Cricket-staffe’ as ‘the crooked staffe 
wherewith boyes play at Cricket.’ But according to the Ox- 
ford English Dictionary, ‘ bat’ is a word found in Kent and 
Sussex dialect, meaning a staff or walking-stick. The Reverend 
W. D. Parish, in his Dictionary of the Sussex Dialect men- 
tions ‘ bat’ as ‘a rough walking-stick.’ | Seventeenth-century 
cricket bats were curved at the bottom like hockey-sticks, or 
inverted walking-sticks. It therefore seems likely that the 
common expression ‘ cricket staff’ was adapted in Sussex to 
‘cricket bat,’ in accordance with local dialect, and that this 
adaptation subsequently became a generally accepted term. 

The expression had an inauspicious start to its history. 
Margaret Brand stated on oath before a Justice of the Peace 
that her brother, Henry Brand of Selsey, had told her that he 
had recently received a wound in the head “ given him by one 
Thomas Hatter of the sayd parish with a Cricket bat.” Henry 
died a month later. Hatter’s mother and wife evidently ad- 
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mitted the responsibility of the accused, for after Brand’s death 
they offered his widow twenty-six shillings, which she accepted. 
Unfortunately the end of the story is unknown. 


F. H. W. SHEPPARD 
QUERIES 

HANKHAM IN WESTHAM. —It would be interesting 
to learn the origin of the Hankham Quarter in Westham, 
adjoining the Otham Quarter in Hailsham. 

No doubt Montague-Peelings, Sharnford, Glenleigh, and 
Horns were within the Hankham Quarter. Were Dittons and 
Shepham ? 

Did any definite boundary exist ? W.. H.C. 


SAMUEL BURFIELD. — (a) Samuel Burfield, sono: 
James Burfield, christened Rustington 18 December, 1768; 
(b) Samuel Burfield, married Mary Colwell at St. ‘Thomas 
at Cliffe, Lewes, 25 October, 1792. 

I am anxious to establish whether or not the above two 
Samuel Burfields are identical, and would be glad to know vt 
any information relating to (a) subsequent to his christening, 
or to (b) before his marriage as above. 

There is no further record of (a) at Rustington. His 
father died at Rustington in 1783 and his stepfather (also a 
Samuel Burfield) in 1792. I have copies of the wills of both. 
In the latter there is no mention of the step-son, though there 
is of his sister. B. O. BURFIELD. 


SUSSEX ARCHAEOLOGICAL SOCIETY 
ANNUAL MEETING 

The Annual Meeting was held at the Pavilion, Brighton, 
on Wednesday, March 24th; the change of place from Lewes 
being designed to allow the Meeting to be held in conjunction 
with that called to support the formation of a National Registe: 
ot Archives (see below). 

Viscount Mersey was elected President for the coming 
year; the other officers were re-elected; Mr. S. J. Marsh, of 
Nutley, was added to the Council. 

The Hon. Secretary reported an increase of 76 members 
since January, 1947. 

Mr. Margary and Mr. Godfrey spoke on the Society's need 
of all possible support from the County if it was to carry out 
its proper function when restoration of its properties became 
possible; at present a slow deterioration was at work, 
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COUNCIL 

The Council met at Barbican House on Wednesday, April 
I4th. Present, the Chairman and fifteen other members. 

Mr. I. D. Margary was re-elected Chairman; Mr. W. H. 
Godtrey was: elected Vice-Chairman. 

Twenty-three new members were elected; six deaths and 
eight resignations were reported. 

Th Rev. G. H. Kenyon was elected Local Hon. Secretary 
for Billingshurst. 

It was resolved that action be taken as scon as possible 
towards fitting up the work-room; also that Col. Sutton be 
asked to take steps as to the Anne of Cleves House sign. 

The Committee were appointed as follows :— 


Finance: Messrs. Gray, Johnston, Secretan and Burder, with 
the Chairman, Vice-Chairman, Hon. Editor and Hon. 
Financial Secretary as ex-oficio members. 


General Purposes: Dr. Eliot Curwen, Dr. Esdaile, Messrs. 
Godfrey, Margary, Salzman, Bentham Stevens and 


Gray. 
Museum: Dr. Curwen, Dr. FE. C. Curwen, Dr. Wilson, 
Messrs. d’Elboux, Frere, Margary and Salzman, Col. 


Sutton, with power to co-opt. 
Library: Dr. Esdaile, Dr. Thomas, Messrs. Fleming, Hill, 
Leeney and Salzman. 
Research: Mr. Margary, Dr. E. Curwen, Dr. E. C. 
Curwen, Dr. Wilson. 

Mr. Leeney and Mr. Ray were appointed Delegates to 
the S.E. Union of Scientific Societies; and Mr. d’Elboux and 
Mr. Johnson as the Society’s representatives for East and West 
Sussex respectively for the National Register of Archives. 

Negotiations with the East and West Sussex Agricultural 
Committees over the preservation of the Downs were reported ; 
both Committees had expressed their desire to assist, 

An offer of £50 by the Rev. G. H. Kenyon to provide a 
Library bookcase in memory of the late Mr. S. E. Winbolt 
was gratefully accepted. It was resolved to contribute £15 
from the Garraway Rice Fund towards this year’s excavations 
at Angmering. 


THE NATIONAL REGISTER OF 
ARCHIVES 


A meeting, called by the East and West Sussex County 
Councils, presided over by the Mayor of Brighton and attended 
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by over 600 people, was held in the Dome at Brighton on 
Wednesday, March 24th, in conjunction with our Society’s 
Annual Meeting. A most instructive small exhibition of docu- 
ments was arranged in the Pavilion. 

It was resolved to form a County Committee; this has 
now been done, and the Society (as noted above) has a repre- 
sentative for each half of the County on it. 

‘Mr. Hilary Jenkinson, of Horsham and the Public 
Record Office, spoke of the vast reservoir of historical knowledge 
lying untapped in the 1 tion’s archives, and invited the help of 
all Sussex people in locating and listing documents. He spoke 
of the consolation found in dealing with facts by those who, 
like himself, were weary of an age in which untruthfulness had 
been elevated into a science, and almost into a faith. 

Colonel G. E. G. Malet, Registrar of the National 
Register, insisted that the work was non-political, uninterfering, 
and woncerned only with the promotion of historical scholar- 
ship. He spoke of the dangers of deterioration of documents ; 
of some hundred collections he had inspected in the last three 
vears only four were free from mildew; and there were the 
dangers caused by social changes. We must preserve to pos- 
terity the records ot the most remarkable civilisation the world 
had known—the Christian civilisation of the West. 

The. Duke of Norfolk pledged himself to preserve his own 
tamily’s great assemblage of documents at Arundel, and said 
that every town in Sussex should support the Register. 


REVIEWS 
PARHAM IN SussEX. A Historical and Descriptive Survey based 
upon the researches of a number of authorities, accom- 
panied by an Architectural description. (B. T. Batsford, 

Ltd., for private circulation, 1947), viii and 178 pp., 32 

illustrations. 

Architecture in England has given us nothing more charm- 
ing than the Elizabethan house, and the visits of the Sussex 
Archeological Society to Parham, Wiston and Wakehurst were 
memorable days. The setting of these stately homes is as near 
perfection as one could wish and they enrich and adorn the 
scene in which they stand by their gracious beauty and open 
friendliness. ‘The book on Parham House which has just been 
issued is worthy of its subject and no pains have been spared to 
produce a fine piece of book-craft. In its ample size, and super- 
lative paper, its type and its illustrations it recalls what seems 
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now a distant age, when the desire and ability to make books 
destined for a proud place in the private library were not un 
commonly indulged. In these days of poverty such books are 
rare and come chiefly from beyond the seas. 

The history of Parham is fully and carefully set out in these 
pages. The estate appears in medieval times to have been in 
two separate parts, one of which was held by the family of 
Tregoz. But before the Conquest and until the dissolution 
of the monasteries the principal part of the property belonged 
to Westminster Abbey, and in 1540 Henry VIII granted the 
manor to Robert Palmer, citizen and mercer of London, who 
belonged to a family seated at Angmering. His son Sir Thomas 
began the building of Parham House in 1577 and the latter’s 
grandson, another Sir ‘Thomas, leased the house in 1598 to Sir 
Thomas Bishop, Bt., who bought it outright in 1601. The new 
Elizabethan building was therefore not enjoyed by its builders 
for more than twenty-one years. 

The Bishops were more fortunate. From Sir Thomas the 
first baronet to Sir Cecil, the eighth, who claimed and was ac- 
corded the barony of Zouche (in abeyance since 1625), the male 
heirs of the family continued in unbroken line. The new 
baron’s surviving children were daughters, and the elder, who 
had married Robert, youngest son of the first Viscount Curzon, 
petitioned the Crown on her father’s death for the barony to 
be continued.in her favour. ‘This petition was granted and at 
her death in 1870 she was succeeded by her son Robert Curzon 
as the fourteenth baron. He died three years later, but his son 
Robert enjoyed the possession of Parham for 41 years and it 
was he who made a number of alterations to the house, designed 
to restore in part its Elizabethan form. He was succeeded in 
1914 by his sister and in 1917 by a distant cousin, the present 
Baroness Zouche, who sold Parham to the Honourable Clive 
Pearson in 1922. 

The account of the families of Palmer and Bishop is em- 
bellished with fine reproductions of very beautiful portraits 
of the principal figures. There are also many excellent illustra- 
tions of the house itself, including two drawings by Sir Richard 
Colt Hoare, Bt., dated 1784 and one by S. H. Grimm, from 
the Burrell Collection in the British Museum, of the same 
period. These drawings show how very completely Georgian- 
ised the house had become. Since this transformation, some of 
the 18th. century features have been removed and in 1870-2 
and later in 1933-4 considerable reconstruction has taken place. 
The South front still retains, however, many of its sash 
windows and the porch with the arms of Sir Cecil Bishop, fifth 
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baronet (1705-1725). His grandson built the stable buildings 
(1778-9) known as Mulberry Court, to the north of the house. 

Mr. Victor Heal’s architectural account of the buildings is 
in the nature of a series of notes, which need a good deal of 
study before any coherent story of the structure can emerge. 
It is curious that in spite of the retention of its main shape and 
such important features as the Hall, Kitchen and Long Gallery, 
the architectural history is so confused. “The departure from 
strict symmetry may well be due, as Mr. Heal suggests, to the 
incorporation of earlier work, especially in the East wing, but 
it would be exceedingly interesting if these problems could be 
elucidated further. The lack of sequence in the narrative and 
such loose phrases as that the Saloon was “ decorated in the 
Adam manner, 1700-1800,” rather mars the usefulness of this 
section, and we miss essential information, such as the name ot 
the architect employed by Lord Zouche in 1870. Such details, 
however, as the couplets in Flemish, scratched on the plaster 
by the Elizabethan workmen, are points of importance in the 
history of building. 

The volume includes a useful account of the parish church, 
with a plan and a list of rectors. There is also printed a 
Reeve’s account for 1356-7 and a full list of surnames of the 
people in the parish collected from all available documents, as 
well as from the parish registers. For Sussex historians, and 
for all who value local history, the book will be most welcome, 
and its authors are to be congratulated on its wealth of detail 
and comprehensive character. 

W.H.G. 


FASHIONABLE BRIGHTON, 1820-1860, by Antony Dale. 

(Country Life, £2. 2s. Od. net.) 

Si monumentum requiris, circumspice was said of Wren, 
and might be applied to the Woods of Bath and Nash of Regent's 
Park. Thomas Read Kemp chose his road to immortality by 
naming his creation after himself: he lives and will live in 
Kemptown. _He was a well-known Sussex figure in his day, 
sitting in Parliament for Lewes for many years (he lived in 
Barbican House, no doubt more opulently than his successors; 
but his great speculation bore fruit too late, and he left England 
for good, practically a bankrupt, in 1837, dying in 1844. He 
seems to have been very badly served by his attorney, the ill- 
named Faithfull; but his spirit of speculation outsoared the 
shadow of his capital, credit and train de vic. 

The dates shew a fact on which Mr. Dale insists, that 
most of what we call Regency Brighton was in fact built ‘after 
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George IV’s accession to the throne, and much of it as late as 
1850-60. 

For those who do not know the town so well as the author 
does one or two plans would much ease reading and also help 
appreciation of the many plates. For he knows the squares and 
terraces by heart, who (often Cubbitt or one of the Wilds) built, 
and who lived in each house. Many of them were people of 
distinction, and yield our author the most readable material 
imaginable. Thus the Duke of Devonshire, “ el Magnifico,” 
was owner of one of the finest houses in Sussex Square, rich in 
exquisite internal decorative detail; and he was doubtless re- 
sponsible for the plan for a great greenhouse, to be designed 
and controlled by Paxton, who had built that at Chatsworth. 
The Duke's portrait by Landseer is reproduced here. Then we 
have Harriet Mellon, Duchess of St. Albans, and the campaign 
of slander that so ill rewarded her cheerful generous life and 
drove her from Brighton. And many others. But justice is 
hardly done to Thackeray’s love of the place. Kemp himself 
lived in Kemptown, and Mr. Dale gives a most amusing account 
by a French visitor of an evening spent at his house. 

An odd vision is conjured up of what would happen if 
Brighton of 1848 could be brought to life again for a day in 
the Brighton of 1948. It is easy to condemn the wealth, luxury 
and idleness of these folk; but public opinion had not then 
attained to its present happy state of conscience about other 
people’s money, and people idling always look like idle people, 
whether at Ascot, Brighton or Blackpool. 

To return to the architecture. There is much information 
as to the churches; the ordinary guidebook seduously ignores 
those of this period. Internal rearrangement, by the way, has 
recently added greatly to the dignity and charm of St. Andrew's 
Church in Waterloo Street. This is part of Brunswick “ town,” 
which followed Kemp’s at some little interval, and in an age of 
growing ugliness was a worthy counterpart. In Adelaide 
Crescent, for example, is some of Decimus Burton’s best work. 

The crime of destroying the exquisite Hove Manor House 
came as late as 1936, and after the Jast war it was intended to 
destroy Brunswick Square; but it may be hoped that such 
atrocities will no longer appeal even to the stupid. Now that 
the handicap of the magic date 1714 has been lifted from 
the shoulders of the Historical Monuments Commission (for, 
after all, what happens today is going to be history), we may 
look to see permanent safety for such beauty; and well- 
documented as well as appreciative studies such as this book will 
do much to direct attention to the right things. 

ARUNDELL ESDAILE. 





